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Calvinists, viz. Sublapsarians, and Supralapsarians: the former term is derived from two Latin words, sub, below or after, and lapsus, the fall; and the latter from supra, above^ and lapsus, the fall. The Sublapsarians assert, that GOD had only permitted the first man to fall into transgression, without absolutely predetermining his fall; their system of decrees, concerning election and reprobation, being, as it were, subsequent to that event. On the other hand, the Supralapsarians maintained that GOD had from all eternity decreed the transgression of man. The Supra-lapsarian and Sublapsarian schemes agree in asserting the doctrine of predestination, but with this difference, that the former supposes that GOD intended to glorify his justice in the condemnation of some, as well as his mercy in the salvation of others; and for that purpose decreed that Adarn should necessarily fall, and by that fall bring himself and all his offspring into a state of everlasting condemnation. The latter scheme supposes, that the decree of predestination regards man as fallen by an abuse of that freedom which Adam had, into a state in which all were to be left to necessary and unavoidable ruin, who were not exempted from it by predestination.
SUPREMACY.    By the Church of England the Sovereign is regarded as being over all persons, and over all causes, ecclesiastical as well as civil, supreme.    On this head an objection is raised against the Church of England, as if her ministers derived their authority from the Crown.  This objection is thus answered by Mr. Palmer: (1.) I most insist upon it, that the principles of the Church of England, with reference to the authority of the civil magistrate in ecclesiastical affairs, cannot be determined in any way by the opinions of lawyers, or the preambles of acts of parliament.   We no where subscribe to either one or the other.    (2.) The opinion of the temporal power itself, as to its own authority in ecclesiastical affairs, and its acts in accordance with such opinions, are perfectly distinct from the principles of the Church of England on these points.    We are not bound to adopt such opinions, or approve such acts of temporal rulers, nor even to approve every point of the existing law. (3.) The clergy of England, in acknowledging the supremacy of the king, A.D. 1531, did so, as Buvnet proves, with the